Bt. 12, Frederick, «d. 21701 
e/1 9/75 


Dear David, 

jfour letter on the SatEvePost and my response to your earlier one crossed* 

If auypne should send tie a copy I mi^it take time to road this* But were It 
less than 31.25 I'd not buy it* 

One of the editors w$a in touch with ma months ago* I then recommended against 
the reuse of the Whalen piece which was neither all that good nor all that original 
Whan he did it* 

^his is one of the pieces* X hdd to roscue Dick then and with what the Post 
then asked him to do to me he first afologized and then begged me not to do to him 
what I'd done to Fletcher -Nobel. At least he was honest and we are not unfriendly* 
The editor who wanted the knock Is the aeuna one who sent him to me for succor* 

What success takes* 

"New Demands for Better Answers"** from on 0 f Toole who doosn't know them is not 
really worth my time and little money* Nor is "^ho New Explosion of Controversial 
Research" by the Lane who has done none and can*t even steal that of others honostljr* 

This kind of stuff titillates but is without substance* Otherwise it would 
not appear# 

No 0f fence* I appreciate the suggestion* But to me it is groasy kid stuff 
from nobodies* 

What you tell me of the issue tells me it is a commercialization of the 
interest that will offend nobody who can hurt* 

Everybody is going for the bios of researchers bit. But I haven't hoard from 
anyone who knows who a real researcher is or is in a position to decide. Nor do I 
know of any article written by one* 

A writer for Oitf, phoned me for one of these but asked mo virtually nothing 
about myself* The Post didn t even do that* I don't know their source(s)* 

Thanks and best. 


